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This document presents an up-to-date picture of the Latin 
American demographic situation, taken from studies prepared on the 
basis of the latest population censuses and information from other 
sources that has appeared in recent years. It consists of mid-year 
estimates of the most basic demographic variables for the five-year 
period 1970-1975» data on the immediate past, beginning from 
1950-1955t and demographic projections up to the year 2000. 
The set of estimates includes estimates of the total population 
for each five-year period between 1950 and 2000, the annual numbers 
of births and deaths, and data on international migration for each 
five-year period between 1950-1955 and 1995-2000, A series of 
indicators of fertility, mortality, international migration and 
growth, plus structural estimates by major age groups of the 
population are also presented. More detailed information from this 
study is published in the Demographic Bulletin Na 13 of the Latin 
American Demographic Centre, which has just appeared. These results, 
prepared at the end of 1973, constitute the basis and point of 
departure for other estimates and projections using demographic 
variables, such as the economically active population, the number 
of families, the- school-age population, the population that has 
retired from economic activity, etc. 
The results apply to the Latin American region as frequently 
defined in the past, that is, the group of twenty countries that 
includes the eighteen Spanish-speaking republics, Brazil and Haiti. 
The comments made apply almost exclusively to the entire region. 
Results are presented, however, not only for each one of the 
twenty countries but also for the four groups of countries defined 
below. These results, by countries and sub-regions, appear in the 
appendix to this document. 
/The countries 
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The countries have been classified in the following groups: 
Andean Group. Formed by Bolivia, Colombia, Chile, Ecuador, 
Peru and Venezuela. These six countries, united by the Cartagena 
Pact, propose to establish a common market, and for this reason it 
is interesting to consider their population as a group. 
Atlantic Group. Composed of the remaining countries of South 
America, that is Argentina, Brazil, Paraguay and Uruguay. 
Central America. Includes the five countries that form the 
Central American Common Market: Costa Rica, El Salvador, Guatemala, 
Honduras and Nicaragua. 
The Caribbean and the remaining countries. This group is 
fo rmed by Mexico, Panama, and the three Caribbean countries, Cuba, 
Haiti, and the Dominican Republic. 
Table 1 shows the population of each country, of the groups 
mentioned, and of the whole region, in 1950, 1975 and 2000, according 
to four alternative projections, which will be explained later on. 
This limited definition of Latin America excludes several 
countries and territories that are part of the region, because it 
has not been possible to secure reliable studies based on recent 
information from these countries. In the next issue of CELADE's 
j)erno graphic Bulletin, which should appear in mid-ig?^, revised 
population projections for this group of countries and territories 
are expected to be presented. 
Before beginning to consider the subject of this paper, it 
is important to warn the reader who is not familiar with the situation 
regarding basic demographic information that the data presented 
should be treated with due caution. 
Although this has been pointed out repeatedly, it is nevertheless 
appropriate to recall once again that even the most elementary 
knowledge of the demographic situation of a country requires good 
censuses and annual statistics of population change, that is, births, 




LATIN AMERICA: TOTAL POPULATION BY COUNTRIES AND SUB-REGIONS, IN 1950, 1975 AND 2000, 
ACCORDING TO POUR THEORIES OP THE FUTURE EVOLUTION OP FERTILITY 
Population In thousands 
Values projected to the year 2000 according to 
Country and sub-region lq|.n lq7c four theories of fertility 
Constant High Average Low 
Bolivia 3 019 5 4 l0 11 106 10 687 10 267 9 709 
Colombia 11 689 25 890 68 160 55 745 51 464 I98 
Chile 6 071 10 621 18 788 16 312 15 842 15 138 
Ecuador 3 224 7 090 18 492 16 265 14 773 13 346 
Peru 7 915 15 326 36 795 33 860 30 561 27 539 
V enezuela 5 1^5 12 213 28 707 25 438 23 552 22 134 
Total Andean Group 2L 063 76 550 182 048 1?8 307 146 I35 o64 
Argentina 17 150 25 384 34 999 33 658 32 860 31 853 
Brazi l 52 901 109 730 242 273 232 385 212 508 I90 52Ö 
Paraguay l 343 2 628 6 864 6 166 5 592 5 oi4 
Uruguay 2 252 3 060 4 119 . 4 055 3 993 3 737 
Total Atlantic Group 21 646 l 4 0 802 288 255 276 264 254 ??3 231 132 
Total South America n o 709 217 352 470 303 43* 571 4oi 411 366 196 
Costa Rioa 866 1 994 4 506 4 117 3 695 3 581 
El Salvador 1 931 4 108 10 717 10 115 8 803 7 945 
Guatemala 3 023 6 130 14 930 14 122 12 374 11 191 
Honduras 1 390 3 037 8 133 7 772 6 881 6 271 
Nicaragua 1 109 2 318 6 139 5 661 5 15* 4 680 
Total Central America 8 319 I ? 587 44 425 41 781 36 907 33 668 
Cuba 5 711 9 528 18 286 16 419 15 662 14 915 
Hait i 3 380 5 888 12 916 11 806 10 742 9 684 
Mexico 26 606 59 204 147 807 l4o 958 132 243 123 122 
Panama 809 1 Ó76 3 690 3 485 3 218 2 880 
Dominican Republic 2 313 5 118 13 649 12 761 11 767 10 305 
Total Caribbean and Rest ? 8 819 81 4 l4 196 185 429 173 632 I60 906 
Total Latin America 1 5 1 847 316 353 711 076 661 787 611 951 560 770 
/As regards 
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As regards censuses, it should be noted that not all the 
countries of the region have carried them out recently. Of the 
twenty countries, no more than;fifteen have censuses that date from 
1970 or later, and among these fifteen countries, only nine have 
produced results with population data classified by sex and age 
(the most useful tabulation for whatever demographic analysis): the 
remaining six have released only general totals of the surveyed 
population. Finally, it should be observed that the majority of the 
nine that have published detailed information have done so on the 
basis of a sample, and not by complete tabulation of the data 
collected. In these circumstances, it is obvious that not even the 
figures for the total population of some countries, and therefore of 
the region as a whole, can be known satisfactorily. 
As regards statistics on population change, the situation is 
perhaps even worse than for censuses. Only some countries of the 
region have available information from civil registers that approximately 
reflects the real levels of fertility and mortality. Furthermore, 
this information is published with a substantial delay (in several 
countries the data published most recently, i.e., at the beginning 
of 1974, referred to the year 1968) and is of poor quality. To form 
an idea of the gravity of this problem, the following figures should 
be considered. It is estimated that the annual number of births 
occurring in Latin America during the period 1965-1970 was 9«.9 million 
yet the countries that published data on births around 1967 and i960 
give information that totals only 5.7 million. The 4.2 million births 
accounted for by the difference between 9-9 and 5»7 million have 
either not been registered or the register data have not yet been 
published. 
The situation as regards data on deaths is no better: it is 
estimated that 2.6 million deaths occurred annually during the 
five-year period mentioned, yet those registered in the countries, 
which have published such information total only 1.4 million. 
Knowledge about annual developments in international migration 
is even more deficient than that regarding births and deaths. Not 
a single country of the region publishes reasonably complete statistics 
on the entry and departure of persons which could provide information 
/on the 
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on the aggregate of these movements and their distribution according 
to sex and age, and in order to supplement the lack of statistics 
produced in the region, it has been necessary at times to resort to 
information prepared outside in order to estimate the magnitude of 
migration in Latin America. 
Demographic surveys designed to obtain information that the 
registers are incapable of providing are still little used in the 
region. In some cases, although the surveys have been organized and 
executed, the results have not been processed or released. One 
exception, however, is the Honduran national survey that supplied 
that country with information on developments in the demographic 
fields covered by it in the year 1971/1972. 
It is therefore clear, as already noted, that the basic 
information is deficient and knowledge of the demographic situation 
is therefore not satisfactory. It would be desirable for this state 
of affairs to improve in the future, as the importance of population 
studies becomes more fully accepted. Censuses will then be taken 
regularly, questionnaires will incorporate questions that permit 
the derivation of demographic estimates, and sample surveys will be 
organized to measure the frequency of population changes. 
Despite what has been said regarding the deficiencies of the 
basic demographic data and the caution with which the reader should 
view the results presented in this document, it should be pointed out 
that current knowledge of the present, past, and possibly also 
future demographic situation is better than it was several years ago. 
The new data provided by the population censuses beginning in 1970, 
as well as the greater efficiency of the analytical techniques used, 
which now enables greater advantage to be taken of the data, have 
helped to improve knowledge of the demographic situation in at least 
some, if not all, of a group of countries with great weight in the 
regional total. In some countries, however, the situation as regards 
information has not improved. Such is naturally the case in those 
countries that have not taken censuses since 1950 or I960. 
/It should 
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It should be noted that the estimates and projections presented 
have been prepared by CELADE, in some cases with the collaboration 
of institutions and demographers of the countries concerned. Such 
cases are indicated at the foot of the table corresponding to the 
country in question. 
Finally, the majority of the projections are provisional, as 
they have been prepared without having recent census results at 
hand. When the latter are released, the projections will have to 
be revised. 
POPULATION GROWTH IN THE PERIODS 
1950-1975 AND 1975-2000 
In view of what was said in the introduction regarding the 
limitations of the basic data and the estimates derived from them, 
it will be clear to the reader that a given estimate for the beginning 
of 197^ is the result of a projection of past trends until this 
moment and not of the registration of known facts. For this reason, 
it was considered preferable to divide the period studies, 1950-2000, 
into two equal parts of twenty-five years each. The year 1975» which 
divides these two sections, is considered as representative of the 
present moment; the twenty-five years between 1950 and 1975 accordingly 
represent the immediate past, and the period 1975-2000 naturally 
represents the future. 
Four population projections have been prepared for each country, 
and consequently also for each sub-region and for Latin America as 
a whole, up to the year 2000. 
The four alternative projections correspond to four assumptions 
that are formulated for each country regarding the future evolution 
of fertility. Each of these alternatives is combined with a single 
assumption made in relation to mortality and international migratory 
movements. The course that mortality will follow is less uncertain 
than that of fertility, and for that reason a single hypothesis on 
its future evolution has been prepared for each country. The 
assumption regarding international migration has a weak foundation 
/in a 
in a few countries, so that it might seem appropriate to formulate 
a set of hypotheses on its possible future importance» Nevertheless, 
this course has not been taken, because the effect of international 
migrations has been very small in the past and there is no reason to 
expect that the situation will change in the future. As regards 
fertility, in contrast, it is advisable to formulate alternative 
assumptions, both because of the uncertainty about its possible 
future trends, which could be very diverse and therefore difficult 
to predict, and because of the important effect that changes in 
fertility can have on population growth and its structure by age 
groups. Thus, four possible alternatives for future fertility have 
been prepared: the first, which is of purely theoretical interest, 
assumes that in each country the estimated level of fertility for 
1965-1970 will remain constant in the future; the second hypothesis, 
designated "High", shows the effect of a slow decline in fertility; 
the third, called "Medium", also anticipates a decline but, in . 
contrast to the preceding hypothesis, attempts to predict the trend 
that appears most reasonable in the light of past experience. Because 
this alternative represents what is considered to be the most likely 
course of events, it is also called the "Recommended" alternative. 
The last alternative, which assumes that the decline in fertility 
will increase in the future, is called "Lov/>". Further on, when 
fertility is analyzed, this set of assumptions on its projected 
evolution will be considered again. 
Table 1 presents the figures for estimated population in 1950 
and 1975, as well as those projected for the year 2000, in line 
with the four fertility alternatives just mentioned. The data reft-r 
to each country, to the four sub-regions, and to Latin America as 
a whole. 
Between 1950 and 1975, the total population of the region almost 
exactly doubled, rising from 158 million to 316 million. The 
"Recommended" projection anticipates a population of 612 million in 
the year 2000, whereas the "Low" and "High" alternatives are, 
respectively, 561 and 662 million, this large difference demonstrating -
/the uncertainty 
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the uncertainty of the values estimated in the light of the possible 
future evolution of fertility. It is interesting to note that if 
fertility were to maintain its current level in every country, the 
population at the end of the century would reach 711 million. 
Table 2 shows the relative growth rates between 1950-1975 
and 1975-2000, indicating that the population of the region doubled 
between 1950 and 1975« with a growth index equal to 100. Between 
1975 and 2000, the "Recommended" alternative indicates an increment 
of 93: i.e., the 1975 population will increase by 93 per cent by 
the year 2000, according to this alternative. 
Examination of table 2 shows what disparity there is between 
the predicted growth of different countries. At one extreme are 
Argentina and Uruguay, whose populations will grow, according to the 
assumptions, by 29 or 30 per cent respectively, between 1975 and 2000, 
while at the other extreme there are the Dominican Republic and 
Honduras, with indexes that reach 130 and 127, respectively. The 
case of the Mexican population merits special comment, because of 
the large relative weight it carries in the total. As can be seen 
from table 2, the population of Mexico increased by 123 per cent 
between 1950 and 1975» and a similar relative increase, 123 per cent, 
is expected between 1975 and 2000 according to the "Recommended" 
alternative. The population of this country would therefore be growing 
throughout the half century from 1950 to 2000, at a constant rate 
that would carry it from 26.6 million in 1950 to 132.2 million in 
the year 2000«. This is a singular case, worthy of note not only 
because of the large numbers involved, which make it significant 
for the region, but also because it is rare to find a country in the 
midst of economic development, urbanization and modernization - as is 
the case of Mexico - where there is at the same time a level of 
fertility that has remained very high and almost unchanged in the 
past and, in the judgement of the Mexican demographers who prepared 
the assumptions on its future evolution, is likely to decline only 




LATIN AMERICA: RELATIVE GROOTH OF THE POPULATION BY COUNTRIES 
AND SUB-REGIONS IN 1950-1975 AND 1975-2000^ ACCORDING TO 
FOUR THEORIES OF THE FUTURE EVOLUTION OF FERTILITY 
Relative growth in 25 years 
(percentage of base year) 





(base years 1975) 
Constant High Average Low 
Bolivia 79 105 98 90 79 
Colombia 121 163 115 99 82 
Chile 75 77 5* 43 
Ecuador 120 161 129 108 88 
Peru 9* l4o 121 99 80 
Venezuela 137 135 108 93 81 
Andean Group io7 138 107 91 76 
Argentina 48 38 33 29 25 
Brazil 107 121 112 9* 74 
Paraguay 96 161 135 113 91 
Uruguay 36 35 33 30 22 
Atlarrfcio Group 91 105 96 81 64 
South America 96 116 100 85 68 
Costa Rica 130 126 106 85 80 
El Salvador 113 161 146 114 93 
Guatemala 103 144 130 102 83 
Honduras 118 168 156 127 106 
Ni caragua 109 165 144 122 102 
Central America H I 153 138 110 91 
Cuba 67 92 72 64 57 
Dominican Republic 121 167 149 130 101 
Haiti 74 119 101 82 64 
Mexico 123 150 138 123 108 
Panama lo7 120 108 92 72 
Caribbean and Rest 110 l4l 128 113 98 




The growth examined in the preceding section is the natural result 
of the interplay of births, deaths and migration, that is to say, 
of the components of change. Let us now examine each of these 
successively. 
The annual number of births, (average for each five-year period 
between 1950-1955 and 1995-2000 according to the "Recommended" alternative 
for fertility) is presented in table 3 for the region as a whole. 
For the period 1970-1975, the annual average of births is 11 million. 
The series shows a steady growth from 7 million in the period 
1950-1955 to the 17 million predicted for the last five-year period of 
the century in the "Recommended" alternative. The absolute number of 
births thus continues to increase, despite assumptions formulated that 
the future trend of fertility would be downwards. This is not only 
true at the regional level: it can also be verified in each of the 
individual countries, even those with the lowest predicted levels 
of fertility. 
When annual births are related with the mean population for each 
five-year period, the annual birth rate is obtained. This indicator 
is currently 37 per thousand for the region in 1970-1975i as a 
consequence of a moderate but sustained decline from 41 per thousand 
in 1950-1955» If the hypothesis on the future evolution of fertility 
is true, the region will show an annual birth rate close to 30 per 
thousand (more precisely, 29.91 per thousand) towards the end of 
the century. 
The annual birth rate does not constitute a good measure of 
fertility because it is affected by the age composition of the population. 
It is preferable to use the general fertility rate, which gives the 
average number of children a woman would have at the end of her 
childbearing period if throughout this period (that is, between 15 and 
50 years of age) she experienced the age-specific fertility rates recorded 
in one year in the population studied. This index, whose calculation 
requires information on annual births classified by age of the mother 
and data on the female population (also ordered according to age), is the 




LATIN AMERICA» DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS ESTIMATED FOR THE FIVE-YEAR PERIODS 1950-1?55 
AND 1995-2000 ACCORDING TO IHE AVERAGE THEORY 
Five-year periods 
195 C- 1955- 1960« 1965» 1970- 1975- 1980- 1985- 1 9 9 0 - 1995-
.1955 , I960 1965 1970 1975 I98O 1985 1990 1995 2000 
Fertility 
Annuo! births t B (1 000) 7 003 7 934 .8 928 9 922 11 012 12 347 13 739 15 058 1 6 213 17 259 
Gross birth rates b (0/00) 41.31 40 . 70 39.81 36.51 37.21 36.32 35.18 33.67 31.81 29.91 
Average Overall fertility rate 5*69 5.72 5.70 5.5* 5.29 5.05 4.79 *'»51 4,21 3.91 
w u M l n i I E U m 
2»79 2» 83 2 . 8 9 2.91 2 . 9 I 2 , 9 1 2.77 2,64 2.50 2 . 3 6 
Maxitrum 7o48 7.*8 7.48 7»*8 7o28 6 . 8 7 • 6,46 6 . 0 5 5.64 5.23 
Mortality 
Annual deaths: D (1 000) 2 46o 2 472 2 5*0 2 649 2 7*5 2 825 2 920 3 021 3 130 3 252 
Gross mortality rates d< (0/00) 14,51 1 2 . 6 8 11.33 1 0 . 2 8 9 . 2 8 8 . 3 1 7.48 6.75 6.14 5.64 
Average 52.30 55.23 57.58 59.51 61.47 63.59 65.52 67 .28 68,91 7C.*1 
eo Minimus 3 6 . 8 9 39.49 *1,98 44.46 46.75 48.25 50.75 53.25 55.75 58.25 
Maximum 6 6 . 2 8 67.18 6 8 , 2 8 6 9 . 2 8 7 0 . 0 8 70.93 71.79 72,64 73.5* 74.40 
Natural growth 
Annual growths B-D (1 000) 4 543 5 462 6 388 7 273 8 2 67 9 522 10 819 12 037 13 083 14 007 
Growth rates (0/00) 2 6 , 8 0 2 8 , 0 2 28.48 2 8 , 2 3 27.93 2 8 . 0 1 2 7 . 7 0 2 6 , 9 2 25.67 2*. 27 
Migration 
Annual migration i M (l 000) +124 +24 -l4o «-156 -90 «70 - 7 0 - 7 0 - 7 0 -70 
Migration rates m (0/00) 0,73 0.12 « 0 , 6 2 - 0 , 6 1 - 0 , 3 0 ~0o21 » 0 . 1 8 - 0 . 1 6 -o,l4 -0.12 
Total growth 
Annual growths B » D * M 4 667 5 486 6 248 7 117 8 177 9 *52 10 749 11 967 13 013 13 937 
Growth rates r 0/00 27.53 26.14 27.86 27 .62 27.63 2 7 . 8 0 27 .52 2 6 . 7 6 25.53 24.15 
Ape struoture 
C (0-14) # 41.21 42,13 42,86 42.96 42.47 41.82 41.20 *C.56 39.66 38.*2 
C (15-64) f. 55 »34 5*.50 53.72 53.47 53.83 54.35 54.87 55.*1 56,14 57.22 
C (65 end over) J5 3.45 3,37 3.42 3.57 3.70 3.83 . 3.93 4.03 4.20 4 . 3 6 
Dependency index 
[C (0-14) + C (65 and over)]/ 
C (15-64) a 8 0 , 7 0 83,48 8 6 . 1 6 6 7 . 0 2 85.78 84.02 82.27 80.48 78« 1* 74,80 
/Currently (1970-1975) 
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Currently (1970-1975)»the general fertility rate for Latin 
America as a whole is 5-29: i.e., each woman has an average of 
5.29 children when she reaches 50 years of age. This is a relatively 
high level compared with those prevailing in regions composed of 
economically advanced countries. In such areas (Europe, North 
America, and countries like Japan and the Soviet Union), the general 
fertility rate is around 2 children per woman, resulting in potentially 
stationary populations, since if each woman, on average, has scarcely 
more than 2 children, one generation is replaced by the next without 
increase or decrease in the population. Latin America's situation 
is far from this, although it is worth pointing out that there are 
great differences between the general fertility rates of the countries 
of the region. Table 3 indicates, for each five-year period, the 
extreme values of the general fertility rates estimated for the 
countries. Thus, in 1970-1975 the average level for the region is 
5.29, but the field of variation of the rate*ranges from 2.91 
(Uruguay) to 7.2o (the estimated value for Honduras). 
Examination of the variation of the general fertility rate 
between 1950-1955 and 1970-1975 shows a fluctuating tendency: it 
rises from 5.69 to 5.72 between 1950-1955 and 1955-1960, remains 
practically at the same level (5.70) in 1960-1965, and then begins a 
moderate but significant decline to the current figure of 5»29. 
The trend considered to be mnst probable - the "Recommended11 
alternative - shows that the decline will continue consistently 
into the future until it reaches the value of 3.91 children per 
woman in the period 1995-2000. At that time, according to the 
projections, the values among countries will vary from a minimum of 
2.36 (Argentina) to 5.23 (Honduras). 
The charts given in the appendix show the estimated general 
fertility rat es - both past and projected in accordance with the 
"Recommended" alternative - for each country as well as for the four 
groups making up the region. 
/It may 
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It may be of interest to demonstrate briefly, for the Latin 
American region as a whole, the limits of variation of the general 
fertility rate according to the four alternatives that have been 
developed for the future evolution of fertility. These data are 
presented in table 
Table 4 
LATIN AMERICA: GENERAL FERTILITY RATE PROJECTED 
BETWEEN 1970-1975 AND 1995-2000, ACCORDING 












1970-1975 5.48 5.37 5.29 5.20 
1975-1980 5.51 5.26 ,5» 05 4.80 
1980-1985 5« 54 5.I5 4.79 4.34 
1985-1990 5.58 5=05 4.51 3.89 
1990-1995 5c 61 4.90 4.21 3.48 
1995-2000 5.64 4.74 3.91 3.06 
The first alternative, which assumes that fertility will remain 
invariable in every cpuntry at the level estimated for 1965-1970, 
shows at a regional level a small but persistent rise: from 5»48 in 
1970-1975 to 5«64 in the last five-year period considered. This 
trend reflects only the change in the relative weight of the countries. 
Fertility remains constant in each of them, but the countries with 
the highest fertility increase their weight relative to the countries 
with lower fertility, and the regional index consequently shows an 
upward trend. As already stated, this alternative has a purely 
theoretical purpose: it is not reasonable to believe that it could 




1970-1975, 5»48, is very high and is incompatible with the levels 
of development achieved by many countries of the region, while 
clear trends have been observed in the past towards a decline in 
fertility. 
The second variant, the "High" alternative, assumes that during 
the period under consideration the general fertility rate will decline 
slowly from 5.37 in.1970-1975 to 4.74 in 1995-2000. This really is 
a very moderate decrease, giving a fertility level that is still 
very high at the end of the century. It is hard to believe that 
such a trend will actually be observed, for everything appears to 
indicate that the" decline will be greater. The "High" alternative 
therefore indicates the maximum reasonably possible fertility. 
As already mentioned, this assumption envisages that the Latin 
American population will reach 66l million persons in the year 2000. 
If the "High" alternative is accepted ad representing the "maximum", 
then this projected value represents a kind of "maximum expected 
population". 
The third, "Medium" or "Recommended" .alternative, as mentioned 
previously, anticipates a decline in the general fertility rate from 
5.29 to 3.91. This variation in the level of regional fertility, 
which in the judgement of those who formulated the assumptions for 
each country is the most likely, predicts a relatively high level, 
about 4 children, at the end of the century. If this happened, Latin 
America would then have general fertility rates approximately double 
tho se of the more advanced countries, where, both currently and in 
the projections considered to be most likely, rates of the order of 
2 prevail. 
Finally, the fourth or "Low" fertility projection attempts to 
illustrate the -effect of an acceleration in the fall of the rates. 
According to this, an average of 3„06 children per woman will be 
reached by the end of the century. This is a level of the same 
order of magnitude as the current fertility of one of the countries 
with the lowest level in the region (Argentina), but in contrast to 
the,implications of the "High" hypothesis it is not reasonable to 
/consider the 
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consider the "Low" alternative as an indication of the "minimum" 
values that fertility can assume in the region in the future. 
It would seem appropriate to conclude this section with a 
reflection on the uncertainty of the anticipated trends. Past experience 
in variations in fertility levels in the countries of the region 
shows very diverse situations. The case of Mexico has already been 
mentioned, as an example of a country where fertility has scarcely 
varied at all despite the apparent existence of conditions favouring 
a decline. In contrast to this situation is that observed in 
Costa Rica or Chile, where in recent years there has been a pronounced 
and sustained decline in fertility, sometimes with and sometimes 
without the presence of factors considered to favour a decline. 
In order to improve the knowledge of fertility and the factors 
affecting it, it seems appropriate to promote two lines of action: 
(a) The execution of studies designed to increase knowledge of 
the interrelationship between the level of fertility and different 
demographic and social variables, so as to allow improvement of 
fertility projections. It may be noted that the International 
Statistical Institute, in co-operation with the International Union 
for the Scientific Study of Population and with the collaboration of 
the United Natibns, is organizing a World Fertility Survey which 
has among its objectives the one mentioned above. 
(b) The periodic revision (for example, every five years) 
of the fertility projections in use, in the light of information 
collected from registers, surveys, or censuses. It is becoming 
essential to keep the picture of the demographic situation updated 
as frequently as this when it has such dynamic characteristics as 
those demonstrated in Latin America, and it is possible that a revision 
within the next five years of the projections presented now would 





The annual number of deaths (average for each five year period 
between 1950-1955 and 1995-2000), which is also given in table 3» 
shows a sustained tendency to increase. From 2.5 million deaths 
annually in 1950-1955, it has increased to 2.7 million, currently, 
and 3.3 million deaths per year are predicted for the end of the 
century. This increase occurs despite a marked decline of age-
specific mortality rates in the past and the anticipated continuance 
of this trend in the projections. The reason for the increased 
number of deaths, is simply that the total population is growing 
also. 
The annual mortality rate by five-year periods, which is obtained 
by dividing the annual average of deaths by the mean population for 
each period, shows a clear declining trend. It is possible that this 
is the most outstanding demographic trend analyzed in this document, 
since from a value of 14.5 per thousand in 1950-1955» the crude 
death rate will drop, according to the projections, to the very low 
level of 5.64 per thousand by the end of the century. Currently 
(1970-1975), the rate is of the order of 9 per thousand. 
The age structure of the Latin American population, which 
experienced very little significant change in the past and according 
to the projections will undergo only small modifications in the 
future, performs favourably in the sense that it produces a relatively 
low crude death rate. It is misleading, however, to believe that 
the level of.mortality currently registered in Latin America is 
satisfactory because its crude rate of around 9 per thousand is less 
than that of countries with very good sanitary conditions« A very 
simple exercise demonstrates how excessive the current level of 
mortality is in the region if it is compared with the levels prevailing 
in such countries. If the Swedish age-specific mortality rates for 
1966 (when they represented the lowest levels registered) are applied 
to the mean population of the region for the period 1970-1975, 
classified by age groups, this gives the number of deaths that would 
have occurred in Latin America if its mortality were that of Sweden. 
/The figure 
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The figure thus obtained is 1.10 million as opposed to the 
2.75 million estimated to have actually occurred. The difference 
between these amounts - 1.65 million - simply and eloquently illustrates 
the excessive level of mortality experienced in the region. A more 
detailed illustration of this result is shown in table 5, from which 
it can be seen that the greatest difference between the actual and 
hypothetical deaths is in the early ages. There is therefore a long 
way to go in reducing mortality in the region. In the population 
projections analyzed, it has been assumed that the decrease in 
mortality will continue between the years 1975 and 2000, and will be 
particularly marked in the countries where it is still relatively 
high. 
An indicator of mortality which is free from the disturbing 
effects of the age structure of the population is the expectation 
of life at birth. These comments on mortality in Latin America will 
be continued with reference to this index. 
The expectation of life at birth is the average number of years 
that would correspond to each component of a cohort of new-borns 
subject, during the life of all of them, to the annual mortality 
rates registered in a given population during a given period. Thus, 
for example, if the age-specific mortality rates estimated for 
Latin America during the period 1970-1975 were applied repeatedly, 
year by year, to a hypothetical cohort of individuals from birth to 
the death of the last member, the average number of years corresponding 
to each new-born would be 61.47. This indicator, as already stated, 
is independent of the age composition of the population. The value 
of 61.47 years estimated for the region as a whole is the result of 
averaging the very different situations existing in individual 
countries, the extreme figures for expectation of life at birth 
ranging from 46.75 (the estimate for Bolivia) to 70.08 (Uruguay). 
If the Latin American index of 61.47 years is compared with those 
of the countries that have the highest expectation of life at birth (for 
example, Sweden, with 74.25 years, and the Netherlands, with 73»77 years), 




LATIN AMERICA: ANNUAL DEATHS PGR THE PERIOD I97O-I975: (a) "OBSERVED", AND 
(b) "HIPOTHETICAL", SSTEIATED ON THE BASIS OP KORTALITY RATES BY AGSS IN SWEDEN IN I 9 6 6 
Distribution of annual 
Annual deaths deaths 
ASes (percentages) 
Observed Kipotbetioal Differences Oboerved Hypothetical 
0- if 967 475 153 362 8l4 113 35.24 13.95 
5- 9 143 476 16 598 126 878 5 . 2 3 1 .50 
10-14 6*2 558 10 856 51 702 2.28 0 .99 
15-1? 66 886 21 752 45 134 2.44 1 .98 
20-24 73 858 20 597 53 261 2 .69 1.87 
25-2? 71 398 14 726 56 672 2 . 6 0 1 . 3 4 
30-34 68 795 17 751 51 o44 2.51 1 .62 
35-39 70 445 22 912 47 533 2.57 2 .08 
4a-44 77 482 29 407 46 075 2 .82 2 .68 
45-1+9 88 921 38 189 50 732 3.24 3.47 
50-54 101 363 50 423 50 940 3.69 4 . 59 
55-59 119 798 63 847 55 951 4.36 5 . 8 1 
60-64 140 625 87 175 53 450 5.12 7.93 
65-69 158 178 108 799 49 379 5.76 9 . 9 0 
70-74 167 072 127 468 39 604 6.09 11.60 
75 and over 366 868 315 379 51 489 13.36 28,69 
Total 2 745 198 1 099 241 1 645 957 100.00 100.00 
/It has 
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It has been assumed in the projections that this gap will lessen, 
since for the region as a whole, it is estimated that the 
expectation of life at birth will reach 70 years by the year 2000, 
while the countries of current very low mortality predict levels on 
the border of 75 years. It is interesting to observe the estimates 
given in the appendix on the evolution of mortality in the past and 
the projections of its future evolution in various countries and 
groups of countries. 
Readers should note, however, that the mortality projections in 
some cases were prepared by demographers of the countries themselves 
and not by CELADE. Consequently, the results for individual countries 
are not strictly comparable, since they were not obtained from 
projections prepared from uniform criteria. An illustration of this 
is provided by the following hypothetical example: if country A has 
in 1970-1975 a higher mortality than B, it can happen that the 
projected mortality value for 1995-2000 shows B with a higher 
mortality than A, that is, the relative positions of the countries 
have apparently changed. This may simply mean, however, already as 
noted, that those in charge of preparing the mortality projections 
worked with different assumptions, and not that it is in fact 
antic5_pated that those countries will have changed their relative 
positions. 
NATURAL GROWTH 
The difference between births and deaths gives the natural 
growth of the population. In the period 1970-1975, this difference 
represented 8.3 million per year in Latin America. This is much more 
than the figure for the period 1950-1955, 4.5 million, but much less 
than the natural growth predicted for 1995-2000: 14 million, according 
to the "Recommended" alternative. 
/In relative 
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In relative terms, that is to say, expressed as the annual 
rate of natural growth, which is the quotient of natural growth and 
mean population, the rate is 27.93 per thousand for 1970-1975. The 
past trend was towards an acceleration in growth: from 26.80 per 
thousand in 1950-1955» the rate increased to a maximum of 28.48 per 
thousand in 1960-1965* but from then on it began to decline and, 
according to predictions for the remainder of the century, will 
continue declining until it reaches a level of 24.27 in the period 
1995-2000. 
Rates of the order of 28 per thousand (the current rate) are 
very high and signify, as we have seen, a doubling of the population 
in only 25 years. Even the annual rate of 24 per thousand predicted 
for the end of the century is high, sinee it means that the population 
will double in less than 30 years. The projections therefore 
demonstrate that, despite the occurrence of a decline in fertility, 
demographic growth will continue vigorously until the end of the 
century and surely beyond. 
INTERNATIONAL MIGRATION 
During the 1950-1960 decade, the sign for international migration 
at the regional level was positive: immigration of persons outside 
the region prevailed over emigration. This fact was of relative 
importance, however, for only a few countries (Argentina, Brazil, 
Venezuela). Beginning in I960, in contrast, the trend was the 
opposite, and departures from the region exceeded arrivals in it. 
These international movements, whether they involve entry to 
or departure from the region or movement within it, are very poorly 
recorded. For this reason, the estimates formulated about migration 
in the past and, even more so, the projections of future movements, 
should be treated with great caution. Despite the reservations 
called for by these estimates because of the lack of sound data, 
however, it was considered appropriate to prepare them for the past' 
as well as the future. Knowledge of past migration is necessary in 
order to explain, for some countries, the evolution of their 
/population between 
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population between 1950 and 1970, while the hypothesis on future 
migration is justified because migration has persisted in recent 
years and there is no indication of a change in this trend. 
It should also be remembered, when attempting to project 
international migratory movements, that these can be controlled 
to a much greater extent than births and deaths, by governmental 
measures aimed at encouraging or restricting them. If governments 
were to establish policies on this subject, with well-defined and 
reasonable objectives, these could constitute a very important factor 
in the formulation of assumptions on future international .movement. 
When the hypotheses for the projections analyzed here were established, 
however, no such plans were known, and the assumptions are therefore 
limited to extrapolating the estimated trends of recent years towards 
the future. 
In absolute terms, international migration at the regional 
level represented an inflow of somewhat more than 100,000 persons 
per year in 1950-1955, while in the period,1965-1970 there was an 
annual outflow of the order of 150,000 persons. The assumption 
formtilated for the future is that there will be an outflow of 
70,000 emigrants per year until the end of the projection. 
These figures are relatively insignificant, since the annual 
rate of migratory movements did not reach 1 per thousand of the 
region's population in any five-year period. The situation is 
undoubtedly very different, however, if international migration is 
studied at the level of the countries affected by strong movements. 
This examination can be made with the information contained in the 




If the positive or negative international migratory balance is 
added to the natural growth, this gives the total annual or net 
growth. Currently (1970-1975), the Latin American population is 
growing at the rate of 8.l8 million per year, which represents the 
difference between natural growth of 8.27 million and emigration 
(the net balance between entry and departure) of 0.09 million. 
The annual total growth rate, which is the result of dividing 
the annual total growth by the mean population for each five-year period, 
shows a value of 27.63 per thousand for 1970-1975, almost equivalent 
to the 27.53 per thousand observed in 1950-1955» International 
migration, which was positive during the first few years studied 
and negative afterwards, has a levelling effect on the rate of growth, 
which rises to a maximum, 28.15 per thousand, in 1965-1970 but remains 
practically unchanged between I960 and 1985, the extreme values over 
these 25 years being 27.52 and 27.86 per thousand. Only from 1985 
onwards does it show a slow but persistent tendency to decline, 
reaching the value 24.15 per thousand in the 1995-2000 period. It 
is worth emphasizing the above-mentioned constancy of the growth 
rate throughout the 25 years I96O-I985. If the trend indicated by 
the projection is fulfilled, the I960 population of Latin America 
(that is, 208 million) will be doubled by 1985, reaching 4-17 million 
persons. 
As noted when considering the natural growth rate, the population 
of the region is expanding at a very rapid rate and, although the growth 
rate has stopped accelerating it is expected that there will be only 
a very slow decline, leading to a rate of the order of 24 per thousand 
at the end of the century. 
/AGE STRUCTURE 
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AGE STRUCTURE OF THE POPULATION. 
AN INDEX OF DEPENDENCY 
This examination of the demographic situation of the region and 
its prospects up to the year 2000 will be concluded with an examination 
of the structure of the population by major age groups. The high level 
of fertility and its tendency to vary only slowly, as anticipated in 
the "Recommended" alternative, are the principal factors determining 
an age composition of the population which is young in the extreme 
and will vary very slowly between the years 1950 and 2000. 
The percentage of children under 15 years of age is currently 
(1970-1975) of the order of 42.47, whereas the proportion of persons 
over 65 years of age is only 3*70 per cent. The age structure of the 
population is likely to vary very little, though significantly, 
between 1950 and the year 2000, with the percentage of those less than 
15 years old, which was 41.21 in 1950-1955, rising to a maximum of 
42.96 in 1965-1970 as a result of a very slight drop in the fertility 
level and a marked fall in mortality, especially among the young and 
above all in infant mortality. From then on, this percentage begins 
a steady decline until the final period of the projection (1995-2000), 
when it arrives at the level of 38.42. This drop reflects the 
predicted decline in fertility, which now exceeds the predicted fall 
in child mortality. 
The proportion accounted for by the age group between 15 and 
65 years of age varies within very narrow margins from a minimum of 
53o4-7 per cent in 1965-1970 to a maximum of 57-22 per cent in 1995-2000. 
Finally, the relative proportion of persons over 65, which as already 
indicated is very low, shows a slight but significant increase with 
time from 3*45 per cent in 1950-1955 to an anticipated figure of 
4.36 per cent in 1995-2000. 
As in the case of the other indicators that have been examined, 
the structure of the population by major age groups varies greatly 
among the countries. From the charts given in the appendix, it can 
be seen that some countries (Argentina and Uruguay) are experiencing 
/a clear 
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a clear process of aging, due to past decline in their fertility. 
As the drop in fertility gains in importance and time passes, the 
other countries will also show clear signs of aging: changes in their 
age structure that are not clearly noticeable currently or in the 
near future. 
The age structure of the population permits the calculation 
of a simple dependency index showing the number of children and 
elderly persons (under 15 or over 65) for each person of active age 
(between 15 and 65 years of age). This index stands at 85.78 per cent 
currently (1970-1975), having risen from 8o.?0 in 1950-1955 to a 
maximum of 87.02 in 1965-1970. From then onwards, as a consequence 
of the assumed drop in fertility, the index declines consistently 
with time to reach its lowest value, 7^.80 per cent, towards the end 





POBLACION TOTAL DE AffiRICA LATINA POR PAISES, 1950-2000. HIPOTESIS RECOMENDADA 
(Cifras en miles) 
1 ¡País 1 9 5 0 1955 I 9 6 0 1965 1 9 7 0 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 
| Bolivia 3 019 3 3 7 5 3 782 4 246 4 780 5 *10 6 162 7 013 7 9 7 * 9 0 5 * 10 2 67 
Colombia 11 689 13 5 9 3 15 9 0 5 18 691 22 0 7 5 25 890 30 215 35 050 4o 3 2 4 45 874 51 4 6 4 
! Chile 6 071 6 8 0 4 7 6 7 4 8 7 0 1 9 717 10 621 11 547 12 569 13 6 7 1 1 * 7 7 9 15 842 
Ecuador 3 224 3 7 0 0 4 326 5 095 6 031 7 090 8 303 9 689 11 251 12 962 14 773 
Perú 7 . 9 1 5 8 . 7 7 5 9 993 11 4 4 o 13 248 15 3 2 6 17 7 1 1 2 0 4 2 4 23 4 7 8 26 871 3 0 561 
Venezuela 5 1 * 5 6 073 7 635 9 105 10 559 12 213 14 1 3 4 16 3 2 6 18 706 21 143 23 552 
Grupo Andino 37 063 42 320 * 9 317 57. 278 66 4 1 0 7 6 550 88 072 101 071 115 4 o 4 130 683 146 4 5 9 
Argentina 17 1 5 0 18 928 20 6 1 1 22 179 23 7*8. 25 384 27 0 6 4 28 678 30 189 31 5 8 4 32 861 
Brasil 52 901 6 1 8 6 4 7 1 539 82 5 * 1 9 5 2 0 4 109 730 126 389 145 082 1 6 5 7 5 7 188 2 7 3 212 507 
Paraguay 1 3 * 3 1 538 1 7 5 3 1 973 2 2 4 7 2 628 3 085 3 618 4 219 4 880 5 592 
Uruguay 2 252 2 4 o o 2 558 2 721 2 887 3 060 3 2 4 4 3 442 3 6 3 5 3 819 3 993 
Grupo • 
Atlántico 7 3 6 4 6 8 4 730 9 6 4 6 1 109 4 l 4 1 2 4 086 14o 802 159 78.2 180 820 203 800 228 556 2 5 * 9 5 3 
Costa Rica 8 6 6 1.036 1 250 1 * 9 5 1 7 3 7 1 9 9 4 2 286 2 6 1 1 2 9 5 * 3 3 1 1 3 695 
El Salvador 1 9 3 1 2 190 . 2 527 2 ? 5 * 3 5 1 6 4 108 4 813 5 643 6 5 9 5 7 6 5 4 8 803 
Guatemala 3 023 3 4 3 8 3 9 9 0 * 583 5 298 6 291 7 3 00 8 210 9 4 6 0 10 849 12 3 7 4 
Honduras 1 3 9 0 1 6 o 4 1 873 2 209 2 553 3 0 3 7 3 . 5 5 4 2 4 1 4 997 5 8 7 5 6 881 
laoaragua 1 109 1 278 1 472 .1 7 0 1 1 9 7 0 2 3 1 8 2 7 3 3 3 218 3 7 7 8 4 4 2 2 5 15* 
América 
Central 8 3 1 9 9 5 * 6 11 112 12 942 15 0 7 4 17 5 8 6 2 0 527 23 923 27 7 8 4 32 111 36 907 
Cuba 5 7 U 6 3 2 5 7 019 7 817 8 585 9 528 10 626 11 812 13 080 14 3 3 7 15 662 
Haití 3 3 8 o 3 7 1 7 4 119 4 608 , 5 201 5 8 8 8 6 6 6 5 7 5 4 4 8 5 2 5 9 597 10 742 
Hlxico 26 606 3 0 949 3 6 369 4 2 859 5 0 313 59 2 0 4 69 9 6 5 82 803 97 5 8 5 1 1 4 055 132 244 
Panamá 809 9 3 0 1 083 1 2 6 1 1 4 5 8 1 6 7 6 1 9 2 7 2 2 1 1 2 5 2 5 2.861 3 216 
República 
8 4 9 5 11 767 Dominicana 2 313 2 . 6 8 6 3 160 3 703 4 3 4 3 5 118 6 053 7 173 10 026 
¡Caribe y resto 38 819 4 4 607 51 7 5 0 . 60 248 69 9 0 0 8 1 4 1 4 9 5 2-36 111 5 * 3 130 210 150 9 1 6 173 633 



























Nacimientos anualess B(1 000) 
Tasa bruta de natalidad: b (°/oo) 
































Kuertes anuales: D (1 COO) 
Tasa bruta de mortalidad: d (°/oo) 
































Crecimiento anual: B-D (1 000) 






















Migración: M (1 000) 






















^Crecimiento anual: B-D * M(1 000) 





















^Estructura por grupos de . 
i edades ($) 
i C (0-14) (0) 
| 0 (15-64) (5S) 































¡Indice de dependencia (fu) 
jLe (0-14) • c (65 y +)]/.'C.( 15-64)1 82.74 
! ! 





COLOMBIA: INDICADORES DEMOGRAFICOS ESTIMADOS ENTRE 1950-1955 Y 1595-2000. HIPOTESIS RECOMENDADA 
Quinquenios 
¡Indicadores demográficos 1 9 5 0 . 
1 9 5 5 
1 9 5 5 -19é0 
1960-
1965 
1 9 6 5 - I97O-I 1975- i I 9 8 O -





1 9 9 5 -
2000 
fecundidad 
N̂acimientos anuales: B (1 000) 
¡Tasa bruta de natalidad: b (%o) 
JTasa global de fecundidad 
'Mortalidad 
¡Muertes anuales: D (1 000) 
Tasa bruta de mortalidad: 
Esperanza de vida al nacimiento 
Crecimiento natural ¡ 
Crecimiento anual: B-D (1 000) 
Tasa de crecimiento natural©6o) 
Migración 
Migración anual: M (1 000) 
'Tasa de migración: m (°/oo) 
¡Crecimiento total 
¡Crecimiento anual: B-DÍM (1 000) 
ÍTasa de crecimiento total: r(°/o.o) 
Estructura por grupos de ecades 
C (0 - l4) (ji) 
C ( 1 5 - 6 4 ) (JÍ) 
i c (65 y * ) ( * ) 
¡Indice de dependencia 
;Lc ( o - i 4 ) + c ( 6 5 y • ) ] / « ( 1 5 - 6 4 ) ( ß ) | 
587 
4 6 . 4 4 
6.56; 
206 
1 6 . 3 1 
50 .21 
3 8 I 
30 .13 
3 8 1 j 
30.13 
4 4 . 1 8 
5 2 . 4 1 
3 . * 1 
9 0 . 7 7 
6 7 3 7 7 8 
44.95 6.56 
202 
4 5 . 6 6 
6.56 
1 9 3 ' 
13.09I 11 .70 
5 4 . 6 6 i 5 6 . 5 6 
480 i 576 
3 2 . 5 7 
-18 
-1.22 
4 6 2 
3 1 . 3 5 
4 5 . 4 1 
51.50 
3 .09 
9 4 . 1 8 
3 3 . 2 5 
- 1 8 
- l . o 4 
5 5 8 
32.-21 
4 6 . 5 0 
5 0 . 6 3 
2 . 8 7 
9 7 . 5 2 
8 8 7 
* 3 . 5 3 
6 . 4 o 
211. 
1 0 . 3 3 
5 8 . 5 1 
676 
3 3 . 2 0 
676 
3 3 . 2 0 
4 6 . 8 6 
5 0 . 3 7 
2 . 7 7 
9 8 . 5 4 
974 ¡1 075 ! l 1 7 5 
4 . 0 . 6 l ¡ 3 8 . 3 3 ! 3 6 . O I 
5 . 8 8 j 5 . 3 í j 4 . 8 4 
211 i 
8 .79Í 
6 0 . 9 1 I 
7 6 3 i 
31.82] 
7 6 3 
31.82 
4 6 . 2 4 
5 1 . 0 2 
2 . 7 4 
210 I 
7M 
63.3̂  • i 
! 
8 6 5 
3 0 . 8 4 
45.05 
52.17 
2 . 7 8 
9 6 . 0 4 91.7é 
208 





3 3 . 3 7 
4 . 3 2 
203 
5 . 3 9 
68.25 




8 6 5 9 6 7 
30,84 29.64 




27.981 2 5 . 7 5 
190 
3 . 8 9 
7 3 . 2 1 
1 118 
22 .58 
l 055 1 109 
2 7 . 9 8 2 5 . 7 5 
4 3 . 5 5 4 1 . 5 c 4 o . o 4 
5 3 . 5 5 5 5 . o^ 56.7c 
2.90! 3 . 0 5 Í 3 . 2 6 
8 6 . 7 8 ¡ 8 1 . 7 c ! ; 7 6 . 4 5 
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Nacimientos anuales: B (1 000) 
Tasa bruta de natalidad: b (^oo) 
































auertes anuales: D (1 000) 
Tasa bruta de mortalidad: d (°/6o) 
































Crecimiento anual: B-D (1 000) 






















I-a.gración anual: M (1 000) 
Tasa de migración: m (°/oo) 
- - - - - - - -
Crecimiento total 
Crecimiento anual: B-DÍM (1 000) 





















Estructuras por grupos de edades 
C (0-l4) (£) 
C (15-64) (jí) 































Indice de dependencia 
[c (o-i4)+c (65 y + )J/c( 15-64) fc) 76.24 78.12 79.62 78.70 73.32 65.08 58.23 55.54 55.19 54.33 
Fuen-te: Chile: Proyecciones de Población por sexo y edad 1970 - 2000, basado en la muestra del Censo de Población 
de 1970, por S. Zubicueta, (oficina de Planificación Nacional, ODSPLAN), Santiago, Chile, 1972. 
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Tabla 5 























Nacimientos anuales: B (1 000) 
Tasa bruta de natalidad: b (°/oo) 































Muertes anuales: D (1 000) 
Tasa bruta de mortalidad: d(°/oo) 
































Crecimiento anual: B̂ > (1 000) 






















Migración anual: M (1 000) 
Tasa de migraciám m ( 
- - - •a « * -- - - -
Creoimiento tocal 
Crecimiento anual? E-D ÍM (1 000) 





















Estructura por grupos de edades 
C (0-14) [p) 
C (15-64) (0) 































Indice de dependencia (°/oo) 
[c(0-l4)+c(65 y •)]/( 15-64) 88« 5 90.5 93» 6 96.0 96.1 93.6 89.9 85.8 81.9 77.* 
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Tabla 6 























Nacimientos anuales: B (1 000) 
Tasa bruta de natalidad: b (°/oo) 
































Muertos anuales: D (1 000) 
Tasa bruta de mortalidad: d (°/6o) 
































Crecimiento anual: B-D (1 000) 






















Migración anual: M (1 000) 
Tasa de migración: m (°/oo) 
- - - - - - - -
Crecimiento total 
Crecimiento anuai;3-D£ M (1 000) 





















Estructura por grupos de edades 
c (o-i4) m 
c (15-64) (jó) 































Indioe de dependenoia 
[c(o-l4)+c(65 y +)]/c(l5-64) (<á) 93.44 92.42 91.67 90.81 89.66 87.86 85.47 82.28 79.08 75.63 
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Tabla 7 























Naoimientos anuales; B ( 1 000) 
Tasa bruta da natalidad; b (°/°°) 
































Muertes anuales: D (1 000) 
Tasa bruta de mortalidad: d (°/oo) 

































Crecimiento anual: B-D (1 000) 






















Migración anual: t? {1 000) 




- 2 . 0 3 
ta _ * m 4» 
Creoioiento total 
Crecimiento anual: B-D t M(1 000) 





















Estructura de edad 
3 (0 - 15) (5¿) 
B (15 - 64) (já) 































Indice de dependencia ($) 
(0-14) «• (65 y * ) / (15-64) 88,24 93.*8 87.76 99.76 94.7* 86.81 
) 
81.33 78.84 75.99 70,77 
Fuente; "Venezuela; Proyección Revisada de Población", CELADE, 1973* (inédito). 
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Tabla. 8 
GRUFO ANDINO: INDICADORES DEMOGRAFICOS ESTIMADOS ENTRE 1550-1955 Y 1995-2000. HIPOTESIS RECOMENDADA 
Indicadores demográficos 
Ûuinquenio 
1960- 1965- 1980- 1985-1 9 5 0 - 1 9 5 5 - 1970- 1 9 7 5 - 1 9 9 0 - 1995 
1 9 5 5 1960 1965 1 9 7 0 1 9 7 5 1980 1985 1990 1 9 9 5 2000 
Fecundidad 
Nacimientos anuales: B (l 000) 1 7 6 5 2 032 2 307 2 546 2 7 3 1 3 017 3 319 3 590 3 782 3 889 
Tasa cruda de natalidad: b 
( % o ) 44 .34 j 43.2a: 4 l . i 7 i 38.20 3 6 . 6 6 35 .09 3 3 . 1 6 3 0 . 7 4 28.07 
Tasa global de- fecundidad (TGF)¡ 
Promedio 6 . 1 9 6.27Í 6 .22 5 . 9 6 j 5 . 4 3 5 . 0 3 4 . 6 5 4 . 2 7 3 . 9 0 3 . 5 3 
Mínimo 4 . 8 2 4 . 9 6 5 .02 4.281 3 . 3 8 2 . 9 5 2 . 7 7 2 . 6 6 2 . 5 8 2 . 5 2 
Máximo 6 . 5 4 6 , 7 4 6 .72 6 . 7 2 6 . 2 9 6 . 1 5 5 . 8 4 , 5 . 5 4 5 . 2 3 4 , 9 2 
Mortalidad . 
Muertes anuales: D (1 000) 7 0 7 681 692 695 6 97 708 714 718 721 729 
Tasa cruda de mortalidad: d 
(°/oo) 1 7 . 8 2 1 4 . 8 7 12 .98 1 1 . 2 3 9 . 7 5 8 . 6 0 7o 54 6.63 5 . 8 6 5 . 2 6 
(Promedio i 49.07 5 2 . 5 0 54.86 5 7 . 2 7 5 9 . 5 0 6 1 , 7 4 • 6 4 . 0 6 66,28 6 8 . 4 1 70.36 eo'Mínimo 4 0 . 7 5 42 .25 43.75 4 5 . 2 5 4 6 . 7 5 4 8 . 2 5 50.75 5 3 . 2 5 5 5 - 7 5 58.25 
¡Máximo \ 5 4 . 7 2 5 7 . 2 3 60.21 63 .00 6 4 . 7 4 6 6 , 8 3 69 .06 7 0 . 7 2 72.08 7 3 . 1 5 
Crecimiento natural 
Crecimiento anual: B - D £ M 
( 1 0 0 0 ) 1 058 1 351 L 615 L 851 2 034 2 309 2 605 2 872 3 061 3 160 
Tasa de crecimiento natural -
2 7 - 5 5 (°/oo) 2 6 . 6 2 29.47 3O.3O 2 9 . 9 4 2 8 . 4 5 2 8 , 0 6 2 6 . 5 3 2 4 , 8 8 22.81 
Migración 
Migración anual: M (1 000) - 5 48 - 2 3 - 2 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 
Tasa de migración: m (%>o) - 0 . 1 3 I . 0 6 -0.44 - o . 4 i - 0 . 0 7 - 0 . 0 6 - 0 . 0 5 - 0 , 0 5 - o . c 4 - o . o 4 
Crecimiento total 
Crecimiento anual: ! «D í 
(1 0 0 0 ) 1 053 1 399 1 592 l 826 2 029 2 304 2 600 2 867 3 056 3 1 5 5 
Tasa de crecimiento: r 
( % o ) 26.49 3 0 . 5 3 29.86 2 9 . 5 3 28 .38 2 8 . 0 0 27 .50 2 6 . 4 8 2 4 . 8 4 2 2 . 7 7 
Estructura de edades 
3 (0-15) ('¿) 4 2 . 5 ^ 43 .81 44.7Ó; 4 5 . 0 4 44.32 4 3 . 0 1 v 4 1 . 6 4 4 0 . 4 4 3 9 . 2 0 3 7 . 5 4 
3 ( 1 5 - 6 4 ) 53.3c 5 2 . 6 6 52.o4j 51.86,1 52 .58 5 3 . 8 2 55 .06 5 6 . 1 0 5 7 - 1 4 5 8 . 5 5 
3 ( 6 5 y + ) ( $ 4 . 1 6 3 . 5 3 3 . 2 q 3 . 1 0 3 . 1 0 3 . 1 7 3.30 3 . 4 6 3 . 6 6 3 . 9 1 
Indice de dependencia 87 .59 89.90! 9 2 . 1 8 92.Ö1 
! 1 




ARGENTINA: INDICADORES DEMOGRAFICOS ESTIMADOS .ENT'RE 155Q-1555 Y 1555-20.00. HIPOTESIS .RECOMENDADA 
1 auinquenios 
Indicadores demográficos 1 9 5 0 -
1555 
1 5 5 5 -
1560 
I 9 6 0 » 
1 9 6 5 
1965= 
1970 










1 9 9 5 -
2000 
Fecundidad 
Nacimientos anuales: B (l 000) 
Tasa bruta de natalidad: b (5M 
Tasa global de fecundidad 
^58 
2 5 . 3 8 
3 . 1 5 
479 ' 
2 4 . 2 5 
3 . 1 3 
493 . 
2 3 . 0 3 
3 . 0 9 
5ü4 
2 1 . 9 5 
3 . 0 0 
535 
a . 8 0 
2 . 9 8 
562 




2 . 7 7 
570 
1 2 . 3 7 
2 . 6 4 
5 66 
1 8 . 3 3 
2 . 5 0 
561 
1 7 . 4 o 
2 . 3 6 
Mortalidad 
Muertes anuales: D (l 000) 
Tasa bruta de mortalidad: d (Voo 
Esperanza de vida al nacimiento 
L65 
9 . 1 6 
6 2 . 7 2 
1 7 1 . 
8 . 6 6 
6 4 . 7 3 
1 8 4 ' 
8 . 6 1 
6 6 . 0 2 
197. . 
8 . 5 9 
6 7 . 3 6 
215' • 
8 . 7 6 
6 8 . 1 9 
233 ' 
8 . 8 9 
6 9 . 4 4 
2 5 4 " ; -
9 . 1 1 
6 9 . 9 2 
275 
9 . 3 4 
7 0 . 1 9 
294 ; 
9 . 5 3 
70 .48 
312; 
9 . 7 0 
7 0 . 7 1 
Crecimiento natural 
Crecimiento anual: B - D (l 000) 





1 5 . 5 9 
309 
1 4 . 4 2 
30 7 
1 3 . 3 6 
320. 
1 3 . 0 4 
329 
1 2 . 5 * 
316 
1 1 . 3 3 
295 
1 0 . 0 3 
272 
8 . 8 0 
249 
7 . 7 0 
Migración 
tfigraclon anual: H (1 000) 
Tasa de migración: m (°/oo) 
62 
3 . 4 4 
28 
1 . 4 2 
5 
0 . 2 3 
7 
0 . 3 0 
7 
0 . 2 8 
7 
0 . 2 7 
7 
0 . 2 5 
7 
0 . 2 4 
7 
0 . 2 3 
7 
0 . 2 2 
Creoimiento total 
Crecimiento anual: B - D - M 
.(! 000) 
Tasa de crecimiento total: r 
(o/oo) 
355 
1 9 . 6 6 
336 
1 7 . 0 1 
314 
1 4 . 6 5 
314 
1 3 . 6 6 
327 
1 3 . 3 2 
336 
1 2 . 8 1 
323 
1 1 . 5 8 
302 
1 0 . 2 7 
2 79 
9 . 0 3 
256 
7 . 9 2 
Estructura por grupos de edades 
C ( 0 - 1 4 ) (p) 
c (15-64) m 
C (65 y +) (P) 
30 . 64 
6 4 . 8 4 
4 . 5 2 
3 0 . 7 6 
6 4 . 0 6 
5 . 1 8 
3 0 . 4 8 
6 3 . 5 9 
- 5 . 9 3 
2 9 . 6 6 
6 3 . 6 0 
6 . 7 4 
2 8 . 8 2 
6 3 . 6 2 
7 . 5 6 
2 8 . 3 6 
6 3 . 3 7 
8 . 2 7 
2 8 . 0 8 
6 3 . 0 9 
8 . 8 3 
2 7 . 6 0 
6 3 . 0 4 
9 . 3 6 
2 6 . 7 0 
6 3 . 3 7 
9 . 9 3 
2 5 . 6 0 
6 4 . 0 6 
1G'»34 
Indice de dependencia 
[C (0-14) + C (65 y + ) ] / 
C (15-64) ( $ ) 5 4 . 2 4 5 6 . 1 4 5 7 . 2 4 57.22 5 7 . 1 7 5 7 - 7 8 5 8 . 5 0 5 6 . 6 0 5 7 . 7 6 5 6 . 0 8 
Fuente: Proyeooicn revisada de Población, elaborada por el Instituto Nacional de Estadística y Censos de 
Argentina (INDEC), en colaboración con el C EL ABE. (Ine'dito) 
- 34 -
Tabla 10 
BRASIL: INDICADORES DEMOGRAFICOS. ESTIMADOS ENTRE 1950-1955 Y' 1995-2000, HIPOTESIS RECOMENDADA 
Quinquenios 
¡Indicadores demográficos 
! 1950- I 1955- ! i 960 , 




1 9 7 5 
1 9 7 5 -
1960 
1980- i 1985- [ 1990-
1985 ! 1990 11995 
1 9 9 5 -
2000 
Fecundidad 
Nacimientos anuales: B (l 000) !2 377 ¡2 68 0 ¡2 988 p 378 3 8o4 
V« ÍO/ftn\i in lio! lin 1 fll o« To; ofl /Vi! >»7 Tasa bruta de natalidad: b (°/oo)¡ 41.42 40.l8 
5-7ó| 5 . 6 4 
4 255 4 686 
Tasa global de fecundidad 
Mortalidad 
Muertes anuales: D (l 000) 
Tasa bruta de mortalidad: d 
(°/oo) 
Esperanza de vida al nacimiento 
Crecimiento natural 
Crecimiento anual: B - D (l 000) 
Tasa de crecimiento natural 
(°/oo) 
Migración 
Migración anual: M (1 000) 
Tasa de migración: m (°/oo) 
Crecimiento total 
Crecimiento anual: B - D - M 
(1 000) 
Tasa de crecimiento total: r 
(°/oo) 
Estructura por grupos de edades 
698 I 745 
33.73 




c ( 0 - i 4 ) (ss> 
c (15-64) (jí) 
c (65 y +) 
Indice de dependencia 
[C (0-14) • C (65 y +)] / 
C (15-64) {$) 
12.16 





1 789 |l 9 3 5 
31.17Í 29.01 
í i i i 
42.74; 43 .29 
54.82| 54.17 
2 . 4 4 j 2 . 5 4 
i i 
8 2 . 4 2 ! 8 4 . 6 2 
11.17 10.2; 
38.01 
5 . 3 8 
845 
9 . 5 1 
37.12 36.o4¡ 34 .52 
5.151 
899 
8 . 7 7 
5 7 . 9 4 5 9 . 6 6 61.391 
1 935 <2 200 ¡2 533 
28 .56 28,50 
¡2 905 
2 8 . 3 5 
4 . 8 9 
923 
7.82 
6 3 . 6 4 
3 332 
28.22 
4 . 6 2 
947 
6 . 9 8 
6 5 . 7 3 
j5 n o |5 515 
32.88J 31 .16 
4.3éj 4.10 
5 899 
2 9 . 4 4 
3 . 8 3 
975 012 l 052 
6.2)1 5.72 
67.67, 69.47 
3 739 4 135 ¡4 503 i ¡ 
27.54j 26.61! 25,44 
5 . 2 5 
7 1 . 1 4 
4 847 
24,19 
2 200 ¡2 533 2 905 S3 332 
28.56Í 28.501 2 8 . 3 5 2 8 . 2 2 
-L. 
4 3 . 5 5 43.10 
2.74j 2.97 
86 .20 8 5 . 4 8 
3 739 
2 7 . 5 4 
4 135 4 503 j 
26.6i| 25.44 
4 2 , 3 i 4 i .721 4 i . l S 4 o . 3 6 3 9 . 2 8 
53.71! 5 3 . 9 ^ 5 4 . 5 4 5 4 . 9 4 55.28Í 5 5 . 8 4 
3 . 1 4 ! 3 . 3 4 ¡ 3 .57" 3 . 8 o 
83.4oj 82.o4j 80 . 7 9 . 0 9 
5 6 , 6 4 





5 7 . 6 6 
4 , 3 4 
7 3 . 4 2 
Fuente: "Brasil: Proyección Revisada de Población", alabofada r-or CELADE en consulta con el Instituto Brasileiro 
de Geografía e Estatistica (IBGE), 1973. (Inédito). 
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Tabla 11 
PARAGUAY: INDICADORES DEMOGRÁFICOS ESTIMADOS ENTRE 1?5Q-1?55 Y 1995--2000. HIPOTESIS RECOMENDADA 
Quinquenios 
Indicadores demográficos 1 9 5 0 -
1 9 5 5 
1 9 5 5 -
1960 
J 1 9 6 0 -
j 1965 
1 9 6 5 -
1 9 7 0 
1 9 7 0 -
1 9 7 5 
1 9 7 5 -
1980 
1980-
1 9 8 5 
1 9 8 5 -
1 9 9 0 
1 9 9 0 -
1 9 9 5 
1 9 9 5 -
2000 
fecundidad 
Jacimientos anuales: B (l 000) 
lasa bruta de natalidad: b 
(%>o) 
Tasa gLobal de fecundidad 
66 
4 5 . 5 2 
6 . 4 o 
7 * 
4 4 . 7 6 
6 . 4 o 
í „ 
! 82 
4 3 . 8 8 
6 . 4 o 
92 
4 3 . 6 7 
6 . 4 o 
1 0 3 
4 2 . 2 5 
6 . 0 2 
i"—™ 
1 1 8 
4 1 . 2 8 
5 . 6 3 
1 3 3 
3 9 . 6 3 
5 . 2 5 
l 4 6 
3 7 . 3 6 
4 . 8 7 
1 5 9 
3 4 , 8 5 
4 , 4 8 
1 7 0 
32 .38 
4 , 1 0 
Mortalidad 
fuertes anuales: D (l 000) 
fasa bruta de mortalidad: d 
( % o ) 
¡speranza de vida al nacimiento 
21 
1 4 . 4 7 
5 3 . 3 8 
21 
1 2 . 6 2 
5 5 . 7 8 
» 
1 1 . 7 1 
5 6 . 9 8 
21 
1 0 . 1 0 
5 9 . 
21 
8 . 6 2 
6 1 . 5 5 
21 
7 . 2 4 
64,05 
20 
6 . 1 0 
6 6 . 3 0 
20 
5 . 2 0 
6 8 . 3 0 
21 
4 , 5 2 
7 0 , 0 6 
21 
4 , 0 5 
7 1 . 5 6 
Crecimiento natural 
Jreoimiento anual: B - D 
(1 000) 
Jasa de crecimiento natural 
( % o ) 
*5 




3 2 . 1 7 
71 
3 3 . 5 7 
82 
3 3 . 6 3 
97 




3 2 . 1 6 
1 3 8 
3 0 , 3 3 
1 4 9 
28 .33 
•libración 
ílgracion anual: M (1 000) 
Tasa de migraoión: m (°/oo) 
-6 
- 4 . 0 3 
- 1 0 
- 5 . 9 6 
-16 
- 8 . 5 9 
* 
- 7 . 5 8 
-6 
- 2 . 3 8 
- 6 
- 2 . 0 3 
-6 








3reoimiento anual: B - D Í M 
(1 000) 
Tasa de crecimiento total: r 
(o/oo) 
39 
2 7 . 0 2 26 .18 
4 4 
2 3 . 5 8 
5 5 
2 5 . 9 9 
76 
3 1 . 2 5 
91 




3 0 , 6 8 
1 3 2 
29.06 
1 4 3 
27.22 
Estructuras por grupos de edades 
c ( o - i 4 ) ( j o 
0 ( 1 5 - 6 4 ) ( £ ) 
C ( 65 y +) (i¿) 
44 .96 
51.28 
3 . 7 ¿ 
4 6 . 4 7 
50 .05 
3 . * 8 
4 7 . 8 2 
4 9 . 0 0 
3 . 1 8 
4 8 . 3 8 
4 8 . 6 6 
2 . 9 6 
4 7 . 8 2 
4 9 . 3 6 
2 . 8 2 
46.86 
5 0 . 3 9 
2 . 7 5 
4 5 . 9 8 
51.27 
2 . 7 5 
4 4 . 9 8 
52,24 
2.78 
* 3 . 6 5 
5 3 . 5 3 
2,82 
4 1 . 8 8 
5 5 . 2 5 
2 .87 
Indice de dependenoia 
£c (0-14) • C (65 y +)] / 





URUGUAY: INDICADORES DEMOGRAFICOS ESTIMADOS ENTRE 1950-1955 Y 1995-2000* HIPOTESIS RECOMENDADA 
Quinquenios 
Indicadores demográficos 1950- 1955- . 1960- 1965- 1970- 1975- 1980- 1985- 1990- 1995-
1955 1960 1965 1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 
Fecundidad 
Nacimientos anuales: B (l 000) 52 55 58 59 62 66 70 70 70 69 
Tasa bruta de natalidad: b 
( % o ) 22 .30 22 .25 21 .90 a . 2 1 20.83 20.81 20 .91 1 9 . 8 9 18,74 1 7 . 6 8 
Tasa global de fecundidad 2 . 8 0 2 .83 2 . 9 0 2 . 9 1 2 .91 2 .91 2.91 2 . 7 6 2 , 6 0 2.44 
Mortalidad 
Muertes anuales : D (l 000) 22 24 25 26 27 29 30 32 33 34 
Tasa bruta de mortalidad: d 
( % o ) 9.50 9.56 9.51 9 . 3 6 9 , 2 2 9.15 9 . 0 7 8.95 8 . 8 7 8 .81 
Esperanza de vida al nacimiento 66.28 67.18 68.28 69 .28 70.08 70.93 71.79 72.64 73.54 74.4o 
Crecimiento natural 
Crecimiento anual: B - D 
(1 000) 30 31 33 33 35 37 4o 38 37 35 
Tasa de crecimiento natural 
( % o ) 1 2 . 8 0 1 2 . 6 9 12.39 11.85 11.61 11.66 11.84 10 . 94 9.87 8.87 
Kigracicn 
Migración anual: M (l 000) - - „ - _ _ 
Tasa de migración: m (°/oo) - - - - - - -
Crecimiento total 
Crecimiento anual: B * D - M 
(1 000) 30 31 33 33 35 37 4o .38 37 35 
Tasa de crecimiento total: r 
(°/oo) 12.80 12 .69 12.39 1 1 . 8 5 11.61 11.66 11.84 10,94 9.87 8,87 
Estructura por grupos de edades 
• 
C (0-14) ($) 27.66 27.76 28 .12 28 .26 28 .06 27.75 27 .60 27.50 27 .06 26.18 
C (15-64) do) 64,80 64.4o 6 3 . 7 8 63.32 63 .16 63 .07 6 2 . 8 3 6 2 . 5 2 62.42 62,78 
c (65 y *) (p) 7.54 7.84 8.10 8.42 8.78 9.18 9.57 9.98 1 0 . 5 2 ll.o4 
Indice de dependencia 
[C (0-14) + c (65 y +)} / 
c (15-64) (f>) 54.32 55.24 56 .78 57.96 58.36 58.56 59.17 59.94 
• 
60 .22 59.28 
- 37 -
Tabla 13 




















Nacimientos anuales: B (l 000) 
Tasa bruta de natalidad: b 
(%o) 





Muertes anuales: D (1 000) 
Tasa bruta de mortalidad} d ;(%o) 





3recimiento anual B - D (l 000) 
Tasa de crecimiento natural 
(°/oo) 
Migración 
Migración anual: M (1 000) 
Tasa de migración: ra (°/oo) 
3regimiento total 
D + Jreoimiento anual: B (1 000) 
Jasa de crecimiento total: r 
( % o ) 
Estructura de edades 
C( -0-15) W 
0(15-64) (jí) 
o{65 y *)&) 
Indice de dependencia 
[(0-14) • (65 y + ) ] / 































3 621 ¡4 033 Í4 504 
































































5 001 ¡5 458 
33.271 32.05 












205 íl 251 
I 
































4 208 M 595 it 950 ¡5 279 
24.71 




554 I4 949 5 278 
' ! 






23 .9a 22.91, 
38.83 
56.63 













































Nacimientos anuales: B (l 000) 
Tasa bruta de natalidad: 
b C/oo) 
































Miertes anuales: D (l 000) 
Tasa bruta de mortalidad: 
i (°/oo) 


































B - D (1 000) 























Migración anual: M (l 000) 
Tasa de migraolón: m (°/oo) 
- - - - - - - - -
Crecimiento total 
Crecimiento anual: 
B - D - M (l 000) 
Tasa de orecimiento total: 





















Estructuras por grupos de 
edades 
c(o-HOGí) 
































Indice de dependenoia 
[ c ( o - i 4 ) + c(65 y + )]/c (15-64) 




79.04 72.85 69.96 67.32 64.15 
- 39 -
Tabla 15 
























Nacimientos anuales: B (l 000) 
Tasa bruta de natalidad: 
b (O/oo) 

































Muertes anuales: D (1 000) 
Tasa bruta de mortalidad: 
d (®/oo) 

































B - D (1 000) 























Migración anual: M (l 000) 









m V» - - - •• 
Crecimiento total 
Crecimiento anual: 
B - D i M (1 000) 
Tasa de creoimiento total: 





















Estructuras por grupos de 
edades 
0(0-14) es) 































Indice de dependenoia 
Lc(0-l4) + C(65 y + )]/c(l5-64) 
m 89.50 93.36 
• 
38.50 IOI.56 IOO.56 96.24 92.52 90.35 87.78 83.67 
- ko -
Tabla 16 
























Nacimientos anuales: B (l 000) 
Tasa bruta de natalidad: 
b < 0 / 0 0 ) 
































líuertes anuales: D (1 000) 
Tasa bruta de mortalidad: 
4 í % o ) 


































B - D (1 000) 























Iftgración anual: M (l 000) 
Tasa de migración: m ($) 
- - «a = m «9 -
Creoimiento total 
Creoimiento anual: 
B - D í M (1 000) 

























































Indice de dependencia 
[ c ( o ~ l 4 ) + C(é5 y + )]/ 






























Naoluientos anuales: B (l 000) 
Tasa bruta.de natalidad: 
b (o/oo) 
































Muertes anuales: D (l 000). 
Tasa bruta de mortalidad 
d (o/oo) 
































B - D (1 000) 























Migración anual: M (1 000) 









- - - -
Crecimiento total 
Crecimiento anual: 
B - D t M (1 000) 





















Estructura de edad 
c (0-15) (f) 
C (15-64) (P) 































Indioe de dependencia (%) 
(0-14) (65 y • )/(15-64) 
i 
89.96 92.03 94.3* 
• 
95.04 97.00 99.00 98.00 95.00 91.78 88.72 
- 4-2 -
Tabla 18 
























Nacimientos anuales: B (l 000) 
Tasa bruta de natalidad: 
b ( % o ) 
































inertes anuales: D (X 000) 
Tasa bruta de mortalidad: 
d ( % o ) 


































B - D (1 000) 























Migración anual: M (1 000) 








- 3 . 6 3 
-4 










- 0 . 8 8 
Creolmiento total 
Creoimiento anual: 
B - D t M (1 000) 
Tasa de crecimiento total: 
























































Indice de dependencia 
[C(0-l4) • 0(65 y + )]/ 
c (15-64) 0 ) 
í . . 
92.40 98.61 103.40 104.70 103.56 102.48 IOO.9O 98.02 93.80 89.20 
Fuente: Nicaragua: Proyeoolon revisada de poblaoicn, CELASE, 1973. (ine'dlto). 
- Itf -
Tabla 19 




1950- 1955- 1960- 1965- 1970- 1975- 1980- 1985- 1990- 1995-
1955 1960 1965 1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 
Fecundidad 
Nacimientos anuales: B (l 000) 447 521 573 635 709 797 892 987 l 082 L 176 
Tasa cruda de natalidad: 
b ( 0 / 0 0 ) 50.05 50.47 47.66 45.31 43,42 41.84 40,13 38.19 36.13 34.08 
Tasa global de fecundidad 
(TGF) . 
Promedio 6.89 7.14 6.93 6.63 6,24 5.84 5.46 5.11 4,78 4.46 
Mínima 6,56 6 . 6 2 . 6 .52 5 .62 4,65 4.04 3.63 3.34 3.22 3.22 
I&xima 7.48 7.48 7.48 7.48 7.28 6,87 6,46 6.05 5.64 5.23 
Mortalidad 
alertos anuales: D (l 000) 199 204 202 202 202 205 208 211 212 212 
Tasa cruda de mortalidad: 
d ( % o ) 22.27 19.73 16.82 14.41 12.38 10.77 9.37 8.16 7.09 6,16 
1 Promedio 42.72 45.95 49.4o 52.56 55.56 58,24 60.80 63.19 65.54 67.86 
e° < Mínima 36.89 40.95 45.08 49.38 52.86 55.23 57.61 59.99 62.3* 64,72 
líaxiraa 58.24 60,50 62.81 65.41 68=18 7 0 . 2 3 71.79 72.82 73.37 73-78 
Crecimiento natural 
Crecimiento anual: 
B - D (1 000) 248 317 371 433 507 592 684 776 870 964 
Tasa de orecimlento 
natural (c/°°) 27.78 30.74 30.84 30.90 31.04 31.07 30.76 30 , Oj 29.04 27.92 
Migración 
tíigraoión anual: M (l 000) -3 -4 -5 -7 -4 -4 -4 -4 -4 -4 
Tasa de migración: m (°/oo) - 0 . 3 4 -o.4l -0.44 -0,48 - 0 , 2 6 -0,22 -0 .19 -Q.lé -0.14 -0.12 
Crecimiento total 
Crecimiento anual: 
B - D t M (1 000) 245 313 366 426 503 588 680 772 866 960 
Tasa de creeimlento: 
r ( % o ) 27.44 30.33 30.40 30.42 30.78 30.85 30.57 29.87 28.9c 27.80 
Estructura de edades 
c( 0 -15) (jt) 44.24 45.51 46.50 46.6o 45.98 45.12 44.38 43.55 42.60 41.4o 
0 (15-64)<*) 52.73 51.59 50.66 50.54 51.12 51.94 52.63 53.31 54.14 55.18 
0(65 y+)m 3.03 2.90 2.84 2.86 2.90 2.94 2.99 3.1C 3.2é 3.42 
Indice de dependencia 89.64 93.85 97.4o — — — — 97.82 95.62 92.56 90.03 87.57 84.74 81.24 
- 44 -
Tabla 20 

























Nacimientos anuales: B (l Q00) 
Tasa bruta de natalidad: b (°/°°) 
































Muertes anuales: D (1 000) 
Tasa bruta de mortalidad: d (°/°°) 
































[Crecimiento anual: B - D (l 000) 






















¡Migración anual: M (1 000) 
Tasa de migración: m (°/°°) 







- 6 . 0 5 
-20 
- 2 . 2 1 
- - - - -
'Crecimiento total 
Crecimiento anual: B - D í H 
! (1 000) 





















Estructura de edad 
0 (0-15)(jí) 
C (15 - 64) 































Indice de dependencia (°/o) 
J(0 - 14) + (65 y +¡0 / (15 - 64) 70.30 67.34 68.46 74 .23 7 8 . 6 2 7 7 . 2 0 72 .62 69.33 66.65 63.45 
Fuente: Cuba: Proyección Revisada de poblaoión, elaborada por CELADS en colaboración con el Centro de Estudios De 
Biográficos de la Universidad de la Habana, 1973« (Wdito). 
Nota: la. estimación pasada 1950-1970 y la proyección futura 1570-2000 del nivel de la mortalidad, expresado en la 
se considera exagerado. La mortalidad debería ser mayor que la supuesta. Por esta razón los valores de 




























Nacimientos anuales: B (1 000) 
Tasa bruta de natalidad: b 
































Muertes anuales: D (l 000) 
Tasa bruta de mortalidad: d (°/oo) 
































Ofrecimiento anual: B - D (l 000) 






















liigración anual: M (l 000) 
Tasa de migración: m (°/oo) 
-3 






- 0 . 6 5 
- - - - -
Crecimiento total 
Crecimiento anual: B - D t M 
(1 000) 





















Estructura por grupo de edades 
c (0 - 14) W ) 
c (15 - 64) ( * ) 































Indice de dependenoia 
c (0-14) + c (65 y +B/C X15-&) M * 79.50 80.96 
. . . . . . . . . . 
82.14 83.62 84.72 
• 
84.14 81.98 79.17 76.45 73.45 
- kí -
Tabla 22 
























'Nacimientos anuales: B (l 000) 
pasa bruta de natalidad: b (%>o) 
































¡¡¡Suertes anuales: D (l 000) 
jTasa bruta de mortalidad: d (°/oo). 































'pre oimiento natural 
preoimiento anual: B - D (l 000) 






















pttgración anual: M (l 000) 






















Crecimiento anual: B - D i M 
(1 000) 





















Estructura de edad 
0 (0 - 14) < % ) 
C (15 - 64) (0/0) 































índice de dependencia ( % ) 
C (0 - 14) + C (65 y +)]/ 
c (15 - 64) 88.15 93.38 98.57 100.56 98 .88 96.72 94.97 93-48 90.95 86.66 
Fuentê : léxico: Proyección revisada de población elaborada por CELADE en colaboración con el Colegio de léxico, la 
Dirección de Estadística y Censo y la Universidad Autónoma de léxico. 1973, (inédito). 
- -
Tabla 23 
























jNaoimientos anuales: B (1 000) 
pasa bruta de natalidad: b (°/oo) 
































¡Muertes anuales: D (l 000) 
¡Ta3a bruta de mortalidad: d (°/00) 

































ÍCrecimiento anual: B - D (1 000) 






















Migración anual: M (l 000) 
Tasa de migración: m (°/oo) 











- 0 . 7 0 
-2 




¡Crecimiento anual: B - D 1 M 
j (1.000) 





















Estruotura por grupos de edades 
C (0 - 14) (o/o) 
C (15 - 64) (°/°) -































¡Indice de de pende no la (<&) 
J o (0 - 14) + c (65 y +>] / 
| C (15 - 64) 89.44 90.90 
- , , 
91.97 91.76 89.18 85.48 82.44 80.41 77.88 74.26 
Puente: "Estimación de indicadores demográficos de la República de Panamá pera el período 1950-1570 y proyecciones 
de población por sexo y grupos de edades, 1560-2000", por V. Medica (Dirección de Estadística y Censos de 
Panamá, (inédito).-
- 4 8 -
Tabla 24 
REPUBLICA DOMINICANA: 1NDIC ADOBES -DEMOGRAFICOS ESTIMADOS ENTRE 1950-1955 Y 1995-2000. HIPOTESIS RECOMENDADA 
» 
1 jlndicadores demográficos 
Quinquenio 
Í950- 1955- 1960- 1965- 1970- 1975- 1980- 1985- 1990- 1995-
| 1955 I960 1965 1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 
¡Fecundidad 
Nacimientos anuales: B (l 000) 125 145 163 188 217 250 28 7 328 368 409 
¡Tasa bruta de natalidad: b 
¡ C/oo) 50.13 49.45 47.35 46.77 45.84 44.72 43.47 41.82 39.78 37.50 
Tasa global de fecundidad 7.31 7.31 7.13 7.13 6.92 6.57 6.a 5.83 5.44 5.03 
Mortalidad 
Muertes anuales: D (1 000) 51 50 48 50 52 53 53 53 52 51 
Tasa bruta de mortalidad: d 
( % o ) 20.28 17.00 14.12 12.33 IO.96 9.46 8,08 6 .80 5.64 4.63 
Esperanza de vida al nacimiento 45.ll 49.42 53.14 55.68 57.76 60.17 62.57 64.98 67.38 69.76 
[Crecimiento natural 
Crecimiento anual: B - D 
(1 000) 74 95 115 138 165 197 234 275 316 358 
Tasa de crecimiento natural 
(°/oo) 29.85 32.45 33.23 34.44 34.88 35.26 35.39 35.02 34.14 32.87 
Migración 
•Migración anual: M (l 000) - - -5 -11 -10 -10 -10 -10 -10 -10 
Tasa de migración: m (°/oo) - - -1.59 
-
- 2 . 6 3 -2 .11 -1.79 -1.51 -I.28 -1.08 -0.92 
Crecimiento total 
Crecimiento anual: B - D Í M 
(1 000) 74 95 lio 127 155 187 224 265 306 348 
Tasa crecimiento total: r 29.85 32.45 31.64 31.81 32.77 33.47 33.88 33.74 33.06 31.95 
Estructura de edad 
C (0-l4) ('/o) 44.82 46.16 47.35 48.08 48.11 47.84 47.48 46.94 46.16 45.06 
C (15-64) (») 52.02 50.82 49.78 49.18 49.24 49.58 49.99 50.56 51.34 52.4o 
C (65 y •) do) 3.16 3.02 2.87 2.74 2.65 2.58 2.53 2.50 2.50 2.54 
ilndice de dependencia (¡i) 
[C (0-14) + C (65 y +)]/ 
C (15-64) 92.24 96.74 100.88 103.32 103.07 101.70 
— 
100.04 97-78 ! 94.82] 90.90 
Fuente: República Dominicana: Estudio de la evolucion demografica y proyecciones de la población 1970-2000, por 
A. García, CELADE, San Jose', Serie AS/19, Costa Rica, 1973. 
- i+9 -
Tabla 25 






1960 ; 1965 ¡ 
1965- , 
1970 ! 
1 9 7 0 - , 1975- j 
1975 í 1980 | 
1980- ¡ 1985- : 






Nacimientos anuales: B (l 000) 
Tasa bruta de natalidad! b (°/oo) 







Muertes anuales: D (l 000) j 
Tasa bruta de mortalidad: d (°/oo)¡ l 





Crecimiento anual: B - D (1 000) jl 


























| 627 ; 
J 11.20! 
Migración anual: M (l 000) 
Tasa de migración: m (°/00) 
Crecimiento total 
Crecimiento anual: B --D + M 
(1 000) 
Tasa de crecimiento total: r (a/o¿¡ 
Estructura de edades 
c (o - 14) (°/0 ) 
c (15 - 64) (%) 
C {65 y +) (°/o) 
Indloe de dependencia (5Ó) 
[C (0 - 14) + C (65 y +)] / 
C (15 - 64) 
55.52; 58.68: 
39.49Í 41.98! 
6 7 . 3 8 69.42Í 
466 1 800 
30.44; 32.15Í 
-34 ¡ - 3 8 j - 1 0 1 I 
-0 .81 1 - 0 . 7 9f -1 .79I 
708 |3 
















068 ¡3 532 k 
' / 3 .56 4o.5é| 39.99, 
i i 
6.09' 5 . 8 9 


















684 | 707 ; 747 ; 789 ; 837 i 
9.04j 
i 
8.00; 7 . 2 2 6.53 5.95Í i 
1 
6 2 . 5 3 64.73 66 M 
i 
67.81 68.9jj 
47.46; 50.'4á 53.46; 55.95! 57-93 













?84 2 825 ¡3 323 ;3 
31.52! 31.99! 32.15! 
-82 ! - 6 2 ! 
- i .o8 ¡ -0.70'. 
-62 í 





203 4 605 
29.91! 28.37 
í 
-62 ; -62 i 
-o.44¡ - 0 . 3 8 
1 157 1 428 a 699 1 
27.75! 29.65! 30.36-
i I 
! j | 
42.38) 43.43! 44.56; 
54.1oj 53.08! 51.92J 
3.52! 3.49¡ 3-52| 
930 ¡2 





302 j2 7 6 3 ;3 
30.44; 31.29! | 
45.02 ' 4 4 . 5 1 
51.24h 51.70 
3-7 4| 3-79 
84.84! 88.39! 92 .60 95.43 95.161 93-42. 
261 a 733 '4 141 4 
31.55) 
i 






52.24) 5 2 . 7 1 53.40! 
3«72j 
i 
3. 
1 
i 
3.62Í 
| 
1 
í 
91.42! 
i 
i i 
89.72 
f 
CM 

